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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. SI. Ill 


Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 


In an Office Action mailed November 18, 2003, pending claims 23 
through 27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first and second paragraphs, for 
assertedly lacking written description and for asserted indefiniteness. The Examiner 
rejects claim 27 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as assertedly unpatentable in view of Bailly 
et al, (Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 91 :5306-10, 1994) and Bailly et al, (Eur. J. 
Immunol. 25:3316-20, 1995). The claims were also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) 
and 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as assertedly unpatentable in light of Oka et al., (Neuroscience 
35:93-103, 1990) (hereinafter "Oka"), in view of Yoshihara et al,. (Neuron, 12:541- 
44, 1994) (hereinafter "Yoshihara") and Coding et al., (Monoclonal Antibodies, 1983 
Academic Press Inc.) (hereinafter "Coding"). Claim 27 was rejected xmder the 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting. In view of the following amendments 
and remarks, reconsideration is respectfully requested. 
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